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- .PERCEPTIONS OF EDUCATION
Purpose of the Survey

. Public education is part of the American'way_of life. - As early as

1916, when John. Dewey wrote-DemoCracy;and Education, there has been concern

for quality school1ng for al] citizens. In today's. accelerating technology,’
basic education is a critical factor in the funct1on1ng and contr1but1ons

of individuals 1n our society. National concern for qua11ty in educat1on

"~ has recently come into increased focus through the.work and subsequent

report of the Nat1ona1 Comm1ss1on on Exce11ence in Educat1on
The purpose of th1s survey is to asiess.the 1oca1 1mpact of the
'concepts and issues presented in the Commﬂss1on s report, ent1t1ed "A
.Nat1on at Rnsk The Imperat1ve for Educat1ona1 ‘Reform." | Such an assess-
ment can provide further direction and support for local educators and
government 1eaders in their efforts to serve the: people of Macomb County
" QOther interested citizens, a]ong with bus1nessmen and c1v1c»1eaders w111

also find this opinion analysis usefu1 and 1nformat1ve. v

-
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 Abstract

= Macomb County residents no 1onger view unemployment as the1r number

one problem. A]though unemp]oyment remains a major concern almost one-
f-fthird of the county s households cite high taxes as their main problem.-
A d1stant th1rd is ‘the cancern for qua11ty schools and education.

Two weeks after 1ts release, 37% of the residents are now aware of

f’ fA"Nat1on at R1sk " the federal report by the National Commission on
Ewcellence,1n Educat1on. - 0f those who were fam111ar with it, 43% offered
agreement w1th e1ther its accurac/ or. resu]ts, 9% disagreed with. the report. ’
Among all county residents, 83% think- the nat1on is risking the well bc1ng
of "its people because of educat1ona1 shortcom1ngs, and 71% give 1mprove-

,fment in education a-h1gh or'top.pr1or1ty.

County res1dents cons1der their Tocal school systems to be more
~ effective than nat1ona1 perceptions. They do, however, support a number

"~ of changes. Most.ngtably, they support an,1ncrease in the number and ex-
tent of basic required Courses,'required;standardiiedQEXit erams for high
school graduat%on, and a.greater amount of student homework. ThEy afso
.favor a longer school day, but not a 1onger school year. Res1dents also :
-cited agreement w1th "the report recommendation - for 1ncreased and per-
formance based teachers salar1es, tied to an effect1ve evaluat1on .system.

. Funding for educat1on may be achieved through'sh1fted resources, though
“not from human services/benefits“programs. A majOrity,of residents (54%)
support'a tax increase %or;educational improvement, even in iight of'

concern over high taxes. Local financing and decisions are not advocated;




~

it is the state that 1s most consistently seen as ‘the appropr1ate funding

source. State aid for pr1vate schools has some suppovt (40%).




o Methodology

This survey of attitudes. toward education is based on 500 telephone
interviews-conducﬁed‘from May 12 to May -20, 1983, by the Center'for Community
Studies at Macomb Community College. All interviews_were completed between
10:00 A.M. and 10:00 P.M., including week-ends. The sampling frame was
taken as.households wi&h telephones W1thin Macomb County, Michigan. The
sample was generated by computer using a random digit procedure to include
those households with unlisted telephone numbers. "It was stratified
throughout the county proportionate to the estimated population within
each telephone exchange. - | o -

The respondent selection procedure utilized the Trodahl- Carter grid
to control for age and sex,distribution ‘within the designated households.

‘In addition, the respondents were selected to meet the following require-

i,
{
ments: ’

" - Residents of Macomb County B . //1
~"Adults, 18 years of age or. older
' Interviewers were trained in special sessions to insure understanding
of procedures and controls, and to become familiar with the content and
format of the questions for this survey. The intervieWing process was -
.monitored for- quality and accuracy. Extensive efforts were made using
callbacks to securecanterv1ews with designated respondcnts.
Al coding, data tabulation processing and analysis were complet%d

N
in house through the College facilities. . : //l

\».

With a randonm sample of 500 households, there is a pred1ctable maximum

_Sﬁmpling error of.i_4.5% at- the 95% confidence level. That is, 1f the




\ , |

survey were repeated, the resuite wpuld be within 4.5% of the s%ated results
95% of the time. On a question that divides the total population into |
a 50% proportion,-the true value of4the proportion will be between 45, 5%
and 54.5%. 0n a question that divides the population into more decided
proportijns, the sampliny error will be less, For example, if the survey..
results show a 10%-90% split, the maximum sampling error is 2 7%. The
" error-for subgroups is larger, depending upon the number -of respondents
in the subgroun. The sampling erron does ndt include any neporting bias
that may exist. |

A demograph1c profile of the survey respondents is presented in

Table 1 and’ compares to data from the 1980 Census of P0pu1af1on. o
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Table 1

Macomb County Demographfc Profile
~ Sample Size = 500

" Length of Residehéy

1

S1983 1980
ample Census .
‘Male ZE%
Female 58 52 -
Male Female = Total -
: 19837 1980 1983 71980 1983~ 1980
Age Sample Census Sample Census Sample Census
18-24 16% 19% 10% 18% 12% 19%
25-34 26 24 23 23 25 23
35-44 23 18 24 17 23 17
45-54 17 16 - 16 16. .16 16"
55-64 13 14 14 13 14 14
A5 + 6 9 . 12 13 - 9 11
Median Age of Adults Home Owhership i
1983 = 1980 '1983 - 1980 v L
Sample - Gensus Sample Census
Male 38 yrs 19 yrs Own 78% 9%
Female 41 yrs 40 yrs Rent 22 21 |
Occupation of Respondent ’ j
Professional/technical 15%
-Business owner/Manager/SuperVﬁsor/Publ1c official 9
Sales/Clerical/Serviceworker’ 22
Operative/Auto Worker/Skilled Craftsman 10
Retired/Disabled/Housewife/Student 25
Unemployed/Laid-off/0On strike- 16

Total Family Income - 1982

0-5 years 16% - $10,000 or less 15% -

6-10 years. 14 N $10,001 - $20,000 21

11-20 years 23 $20,001 - $30,000 - 28
. 2130 years [~ 26 $30,001 - $40,000 21
. ‘Over 30 years 21 Over $40,000 15

Households with Children

Base=452}.

.~ Highest Level of Education

Preschool 17% Less than high school  12%
In grade school =~ ™ 26 High school graduate 35
In Jr. Hi or HS 26 Some college: 37
In private school 5 4 yeprs or more of

. ‘ . college ~ 16



Macomb's Number One Concern

The Center for Community Studies has tracked the major concerns of
‘ Macomb County residents over a period of two years. Table 2 presents
a summary of responses, revealing the changing trends during that time.
In four separate surveys, polling has begun by asking respondents, "What
do you think is the number one problem facing the citizens of Macomb _
County today?" As an open question, with no suggested choices the responses
highiight those 1ssues most prominent in residents thoughts.

\Until now, the most often cited reSponse has been - "unemployment "
The strength of this reply has fluctuated with the unemployment rate,
reflecting the penetration of the effects of unemployment throughout the
populace; In October of|1982, almost half of the county residents ex-

pressed concern over unem loyment. Now, in May 1983 unemployment responses .

\
have dropped to 28%. o
- . LV
A similar trend has emerged’ w1th inflation. The responses indicating

concern/over inflation have declined from 17% 1n December of 1981 to
3% 1in October, 1982, and‘how remains at 3%.

Increastd concern, however, has been directed toward taxes and toward
"schools. Almost one-third (31%) of the residents [state high taxes as the
number one problem; a 5-9% 1ncrease.over past surveys. Concern .over some
aspect cf education was mentioned’hy 6% of the relpondents. In previous p
.studies,-education was not cited often'enough (less than 2%) to be coded
separately, and any such replies wg(e collectively presented among “other" |
responses. The recent focus on edugation may very well be attributed
to the amount of media coverage of t -release of the federal report '

" on Excellence in Education The report was released two weeks before inter-

v1ew1ng began ror this survey. > \

\
¢
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' The demographic profile presented 1n Table 3 describes those people '
who are. concerned with unemployment and with high taxes compared to the -’.'
county population in general Those most concerned with unemployment
tend to be under 35 years of age, wh1le those most concerned w1th thh

taxes tend to be between 35 and 54 years of age.. The often heard claim

'-J;tfred citizens are distressed by ‘taxes is not supported by the

s nesults of this survex\ Those over the age of 65 are, in fact, l‘ Ss

R concerned over taxes than is the general populace. Instead they are

Voreatroubled by 1nflation, crime, and a var1ety of unrelated top1cs
such as pollution war, weather, and some very localized problems.
The most significant factors 1nfluenc1ng the concern w1th h1gh
_taxes,. as supported by the data, are home ownership and income level
These two factors are highly correlated with each other. That 1s, the‘
probability of home ownership is greatly 1ncreased with fam1ly 1ncome %%‘.
;«levels over $20 000, - The separate 1nfluence of these factors on con-~fll‘i'
- cern with high taxes’is greater for 1ncome, however. It is particularly
strong among those. families earn1ng between $30 000 and‘$40 000 annually. ;
Men tend to be more troubled by taxes. than women. F1fty-six percent ’; ”f/
of those naming high taxes as a problem were men, compared to 46% of the . ',
Ysample be1ng men., - wOmen are’more concerned with unemployment than w1th "\\3/

/ R

| [
taxes, and are more concerned w1th schools- and education than men are. e IR
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. Table 3
Demogréphic.Prqfiles"oflResideﬁtS’witthajdr COnce?nSH
L. : ThdggsMoéf_;'u, Those Most L 94ff3
_Total . Concerned With Concerned With - B

Sample Unemployment - High Taxes ."

~

13-24. S 128 13% T 7%
v 25.34 ) . 25 31, 25
3ma 3 1 27

45-54 16 - I 16 22

B5-64 L 14 16 - 137
e+ e 8 ... 6
\\Home Ownershu;

on . 5% 89y
“Rent . o a 24 . 11

Total Family Income c - T .

Less than $10, 000 - o 14% 16% - %
- $10,000 - $20,000 19 : 27 13 7
$20,001 - $30,000 L 25 25 B A
$30,001 - $40,000 - . 19 ' 15 ‘ .28
Over $40,000 B 14 ) g9 -, 17

- Refused . -1 7 .9 T 10

Sex of Respondénf' _ o - ‘ - i} - _' _Qﬁxo‘

Male - Casy a7% - 56%
Female T ' 54 ‘ 53 A 44

P ~ - ) ; ::‘.'v_"

e x

el
387
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ya - o Awarenees of Federal Report on Education

For nearly two weeks following its Anr11 26th re]ease _the 1oca1

med1a, 1n€1ud1hg The Detro1t News, ‘the Detro1t Free Prvas and The Macomb

Daﬂ ) pr\ 1nent1y and rec-,rrent'ly featured thP f1nd1ngs and reconmenda- E R
- Daily,

tions from ‘the federa] report by the Nat1ona1 Comn1SS1on on Excellence

. in Education 1In sp1te of th1s w1despread coverage on]y 37% of the

' respondents ) the Center's survey on educatvon acknow1edged def1n1.

_ ;awareness of the report ' ' S _ . "\\ ] f_
o  Table 4 T ERN 9
R N :
_Question: _, Have 'you read or heard anyth1ng about the federah\report e

on education just ‘released by the Nat1ona1 Comm1ss1on
_ / on Exce]]ence 1n Education? . * — ° [ -

Yes .
| oo e

‘BASE;?f~'":’i;‘f]q”:(éoo)“’
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. As m1ght be expected the respondents' 1eve1 of persona11y acqu1red -
eduoat1on directly related to the1r acknow]edged awareness of tne report.
The higher the 1eve1 of. educat1or the - h1gher was the percentage of
"yes" answer' (see Taole 5). However, only among those who had acou1red
four or more years. of col]ege d1d a major1ty of those polled (60%) |
express ‘definite knowledge ‘of the report.

. Tab]e‘5 /

, _ : . | SRR
. Awareness of Federal Report by Educational Level of Respondents

/

: ? Response Less than‘HS.l : HS'Grad Some.College - ;4 Yrs Coilege___
Yes BT X 268% 1% | 60%
gﬁho | aﬂv 2 : 0 5 " T 4 | :
Notsure 3 O T
" No Answer o . 1 :/ D T -
(BASE) (&) .(174).?’7 o (a8s) . (s0)

: Several demograph1r quest1ons .on the “survey sol1c1ted/1nformat1on '
, about the presence of. children 1n the home who could conce1vab1y be
' d_affected by the report s recommendat1ons. Respondents were asked if there.ﬁ..
were ‘children in the home at the preschoo] 1eve1, at the grade schoo] B C
level, or at the jun1or or sen1or h1gh school 1eve1 Addit1ona11y, |
if respondents 1nd1cated that there. were ch11dren in a K-12 system,-
"they were asked if the ch11dren attended pr1vate schools.‘ As Table 6 *
reveals, only a small proport1on (5%) acknowledged/prfvate school'attend- ‘n

~ance for the fam11y S ch1ﬂdren. Seventeen percent aff1nned the presence B

-7
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of preschool children. Attendance in either-gradefSChool or in junior

high or high\school was identical at 26A. L i o . 7‘_5;§d‘

’ . ’ . / -’ . S \\
- B . \

- . / o . _ o
| / Table6 ~ . \

School;Leyel of Children in.Respondents' Families -

ﬁ._ Total Sample*

Preschool ‘childre L _ .‘fl ' wl 17%°
] ////Ehildren in grad school i' T éé ’
4//'> Children in Junior high .or high school 3 .26'-1
| Children in pr1vate schools i B
" No school children PR 8
(BASE) - - (500) o ‘

o Percentagesvdo not add toAIOO% due"tofoverlapping'categories.
Survey/results jndicate ‘that there'is greater awareness of the Comniss?..
jon's eport among respondents whose fam1lies had children enrolled in a
K-12/system than among those whose fam1l1es had preschool children° 'But;"
at no level was there a maJority awareness. Only among respondents whose

families included children in private schools “did a majority (56%) acknow-  § R

// ledge knowing of the report (see Table 7).

/ ’

- With regard to occupation the greatest acknowledged awareness. of ;‘y,.l
the report occurred among those who identified their employment as .
belonging to the category which included either business owner, manager,_i
supervisor, / or public official Table 8 shows that 60% of such respondentslfp
indicated knowledge of the report on education.- Table 8 also demonstrates T"ﬁl

awareness of the- report w1th regard to income.




By 1ncome, he on]y group for wh1ch a maJor1ty of the samp]e conf1nned |

-

having read or heard about the - Camn1ss1on s report cons1sted of respondents

o
who cited the prev1ous year's total fam11y 1ncome before taxes to have been /“Z?

in excess of $40,000.
- &
Tab]e 7

Question: Have you read or heard anyth1ng about the federal r°port
_ .- on education Just released by the Nat1ona1 Commission
. on Excellence 1n Educat1on7 ‘ :

Awareness of Federal Regort by Chfldren s Level in SchooT°

| With With - TWith
i With- .. Children Children : Chi]dren
: o Total - Preschool in Grade 1in Junior - - in-Private:#)
,Responsez 'Sample th11dren ‘School.  ~ or'Senior HS School v ”
“Yes w3 4w 4% 5% &
No s 65 51 -.52 |
~ Not Sure/ _ -
No Answer 4 - 4 : 5 3
(BasE)  (s00) . (es) () () enf
g
//ﬁv.
. . :
. /
I 3
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 Table 8

Question: Have you-réad or heard ahything about the"federall
St report on education just released by the National
. Commission on Excellence in Education? -

'Awareness'of Federal Rep&?t*ﬁxﬁOccupafion:'

" Business L e

i B _ Owner/ -, - :
: . Sales/ -~ Manager/ _ A S
Operative/ Clerical/ Profess- Supervisor/ . : Others = .
. Skilled Service.. fonal/ ~  Public . -~ - Not ih *-
Response Craftsman  Worker Technical '0fficial" ~ Retired ~ Workforce
Yes . 31% se% - 4% - 60% 38 40
Mo 67" 6 53 40 59 54
Not Sure/ | -
No Answer 2 ‘2 5 . - 2 6
I | o R
(BASE) . (52) (112) (74) ~ (47) (56) - (68)

i

Awareness of Federal Reportjﬁy Total Family Income:

; Less than ?if o Over
‘pesponse  $10,000  $10 - 20K  $20 - 30K 530 - 40K $40,000
Yes 204 2% 3 A4 . 5B
No . om js8 s 3
‘~7E;SU?E7‘_*‘*“i‘M~f««tmm_RKNﬁh_\ﬁﬂ . ,
No Answer 3 | .1 2 Y LA
~ (Base) | (69). () . (28) - (98)  (69) "
. , | . |

)
\,

Y

N TN
.



Thus|, although the local press provided much publicity fof‘the -

'conclusions and recommendations put forth by the National Commission on
Excellence in. Education Macomb County re51dents seemed lar/ely unaware

~ of .this newsworthy report to the nation. Not surprisingly, those resi-
dents whose backgrounds 1nd1cated the strongest 1nterest in! education

- were apparently the most aware of the report. These included citizens
who held college undergraduate or graduate degrees as well as respondents '

whose 1nterest in' quality education was manifested by the. fact that a
child 1n‘the family was attending a private school, Awareness of the -
report however, also increased in direct proportion to the annual before-
tax income of the respondent's family. Those whose families earned -h |
more than $40,000 annually were the only 1ncome group for which a majority
stated that they did know that a federal report on the quality of the

- schools had been made. Finally, among occupational categories, the
greatest awareness of the report existed among those who reported they :\
’were public officials or business owners or managers. - R

Why was it that with the exceptions cited'above,fMacomb County

residents polled-by the Center for-Comnunity Studies remained generally
'uninformed about a national report on. education one of ‘such import |
and alarm that 1t roused the resses and broadcasters to give the story,
feature coverage? Perhaps some clues to the answers may arise in the

’ following analysis. '

popee
!

Reactions td/the Federal Report on Education
A variety of reactions were offered by respondents who said they
’had‘heard or read ab ut the National Commission S report As . pointed

out prev1ously, th se comprised/37% of the people polled in the sample. _
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i

As Tab1e 9 1nd1cates, about 43% of those who acknowledged aware- _
ness of the report concurred either with its accuracy or ‘with 1ts results.
Only 9% volunteered comments.that were negat1ve about the report itself.
Some offered comments wh1ch 1abe1ed the report "off base," “poor," "too -
1dea11st1c,“ or “not good " Other respondents in this category s1mp1y |

expressed ‘disagreement W1th the report s accuracy.

'iTable,S« RN

/ ' ”\

(Asked only of those respondents who_had 1nd1cated ‘they had heard
of the federal report on education.)

N

 Question: .What do you think of it? \\i
. Response Categories ‘ \\\— S
Positive to report;s'accuracy 13% )
~ "Agree with report's,results ‘ 30% } ;.43% \\:
' Negative to report o o 9%: : |
| Negative reaction ' , 9% g . \\
o . .21y | \
Other negative comment : -12% ) - _ )
Neutral comment . ‘ - 9% o
Recommendatjonsvoﬁfered ‘ : 4%
 Other - e T
" No answer R
(8AsE) () e




N
_ The reporﬁfalso aroused_some-negative reactions and negative comments
from about 21% of'the_respondents whogacknowiedge hearing of it. The
negative reactions were sometimes~persona1 in that the respondents said
they were "disiilusioned " "shdckedk" “disgusted:" "sad," or “upset "
0r else they reacted to- the report's conclusions as -being "a shame,"
"frightening," "terrible," or "upsetting.” Negative comnents ranged
from complaints” that there was “not much to 1ook forward to" or that the :
" "country! S not in good shape,“ to criticisms of education.-.
\ Regarding education, the follow1ng were some ‘statements offered:
“The rich get a better education and the poor suffer."
"1 doubt the efficiency of the schools.}i;,
"The educational system stifiks." o
It is ..."a flat failure“,f"going downhi11"; "not what it should -
be." e | - |
“Schools are bad." - -
"Overpaid teachers."
"Teachers have no control * ' -
" don't agree as far as (our) schools are concerned "
"I think we should be getting more (money for our schools._'
"The federal government is not supporting education enough "
~ "We have some dumb studemts. ' |
A few ‘of the respondents (4%) offered recommendations that paralleled
those of the report itself ranging from extending school hours, to
increasing discipline, to putting more;money in educationis~ o
Some 9% offered neutral comments 1ike "interesting,“ "not surprised "

or "undecided", “what is there to think?" “and "1 suspect. they brought up

what everyone suspected about the schools. ,

19
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“With the exceotion of respondents who did not answer, the general

,opinion ‘seemed to 1nd1cate either direct or 1nd1rect concurrence w1th
- one of the major thrusts of the federal report. That 15, county resi-
‘»/'dent”’gree that our nat1on s schools have suffered a shocking decl1ne ‘

in qual1ty._

Ratings of Education: Low for,Nation, Higher but Declining'for Local 5chodls;$; e

In the open1ng paragraphs of its repOrt the Nat1onal Comn1ss1on

on Excellence in Educat1on stated:-

Wiithe educat1on foundat1ons of our ‘society are presently be1ng .

- erosed by a r1s1ng tide of mediocrity that threatens our very: future
~as a nation and as a people.. What was unimaginable a generat1on ‘
‘ago has begun to occur—-others are matching or surpass1ng our educa-
tional atta1nments. S y

Accord1ng to ‘this- survey, those views seem to be shared by the

citizens of Macomb County. When asked how they felt the educational

-

system of “the Un1ted States compared to those of other developed countr1es,

about 58% 1nd1cated that ours was the same or worse.& The percentage
' rose to 68% among those who had completed undergraduate or postgraduate
‘ educat1on from a Tow of 44% among respondents who had not completed

R

h1gh school.

Table 10

Quest1on' Do you think. the educational system of the Un1ted States '
is better, .worse, or about the-same as- other developed

countriés?: F

o | .T . Total‘ ) " .f‘ Respondents' Level/of Educat1on — L Qi
- %2—':',-{%@ %’?%Le " L—egﬁ%ﬂ"ﬁ 13%——“5 Grad '. _nr_s_SOme- Colle ‘i ) chllege
‘-33‘3& Lo | gg 3 58 %Sf"?ff}l'i% - gg g :5‘2% R 364% §§ }534;

- "Don't Know: . 9 . 13 .. 100 9
No Answer ... 2 27 2y o




; When asked if they thought "the nation is risking the well being
of - 1ts people because of educational shortcomings," 83% said "yes." ;
The proportion of yes responses ranged from a low -of 76% among those
in the 45-54 age group to’a high of 97% among those who c1ted education ;
as the chief county problem. However, the proportion generally stayed o
_near 80 percent regardless of their level of acquired education the
.fact of their families haV1ng children in schoo|, their awareness of the I

federal report,. their occupation the1r employment status, their income,;ir

their sex,-their home ownership, or their length of county residency.

Table 11

~.

\\.-

"Question: Do you think the nation is risking the well-being of
its people because of educational shortcomings7

~ .

.. - - Response . " Total Sample ‘
| Yes :  am
No ' A 13%
Don'* Know - - 4% | R
Coemse) .. (s0) T

Macomb County Intermediate School District (MISD) has often polled
students and - county residents regarding 1ssues of interest to educa—' ’
tion. One repeated question asks respondents to give school districts
a grade for their perfonnance. The same question was asked by the Center;ﬁ
'for Community Studies to correlate .estlts. It has also been asked

on national Gallup polls, and on statewide education polls.

Forty-four percent of the county residents gave an A or B rating

“to their local “school- districts. ~This finding 1S‘ﬁbt markedly‘different




from that of the May MISD survey where, 41% gave their Tocal schools t
same ratings, nor from the state wide M1chigan Education Po11. conducted
in February. A sign1fjcant decline is ind1cated, however, in compar1son
to a 1982 MISD survey when 55% rated 1oca1'schoo1s with an’A or B B

In the national perspect1ve public educat1on rece1ved much Tower per- _

fonnance grades than the 1oca1 ratings.

. Table 12

Question: Students are g1ven grades A, B, C, D, -and FAIL to show
how well they're doing 'in school Suppose your school

" district were graded~in- the same way. A1l things con-
sidered, what grade would you give your local school
d1strict...an A, B, C, D or FAIL? : .

KT e e
N

N
Center for | ,
. Community Mich. > . BT
rernomrisrmeenren 2 LU 1O S MISD. . Educatmons“twﬁallupum.n‘ MISD.

. Macomb - Macomb =~ Poll:- ~Poll Macomb
Response County 5/83 County 5/83 State 2/83 ‘National 1982 - County 1982
A 0% ) . .11% ) S 8% ) ey ) sk )

_ ? 44% ' 41% : g 46% v.g~37% g 55%:¢
B 35 30 } - 38.) 29 - 37 )
c 26 - 32 30 3 18
- 7 ‘ ,
D "~ 9 _ 7 .8 U .

pAIL 3 . . 5. 1 .3 . 85 1.

Can't Say 20 15 .o 2

(BASE)  (500) - . (350) - - (8am) (1500) (628) .




Interestingly, two'subgroups enalyzed for the Community'Studiés'
survey varied significantiy fron the overell population. One consisted
~of the college graduates, 50% of whom gave high grades to'locel-sohoo]s.
Incidenta]ly, this same-subgroup was the most highly critioai-of education

at a national level. | | ” N

—

g e ""'*';:‘Tab'le 13 e e

Question: "...Al1l things considered what grade would you give
your local school d1str1ct...an A, B C D or FAIL?

Respondents Level of Education

.iotal ' T Yrs
" Response Sample Less than HS  HS Grad Some Collegeﬁ ‘Collége
A g%y .18 ) 11% ) 6% ) 6% )
o Jaas - )42 . )43% 343% o ;50“ ,
B 35.) . 24 ) 32 -37 ) - 44 |
c . 2 15 26 . 2 x
b 9 - 8 10 L9 |
FAIL . 3 3 / A
" _Don't Know 16 3 15 - 13 |
‘No Answer 4~ ifz R \ S |
(BASE)  (500)  ~(62) (174) (184)

The other notable segment comprised the age group 18-24, 'Some'56%
of these respondents gave their local schools an A/B rating—-a perc nt-
~age that was only one p01nt Tower than among graduating 1983 senio s |
"'polled by the~MISD Nevertheless, though”a majority of young ‘adults. still
seem satisfied w1th the1r 1oca1 schools, there is some evidence offa " 5
decline 1n_the1r numbers from 1982 WHen 62% of the high schoo] se 1orf , ///

S D ,_ﬁ/___
graded the1r schools w1th an A or B (see Table 14) N ,




| Igb]e 14

" Question: ...A11 things considered, what grade wouldyou give your loca1 schoo1 district...
, anABCDorFAIL? | | - ‘

o (onter's Sumey by hoe MlSDsSurvey of HS senm T
ko B4 5 B4 LR B Dyer .71983 w
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Thus, so far during 1983i general majority opinion in Macomb County
no longer rates local schools with superior grades. Three exceptions,

-of course, exist namely among young adults, high school seniors, and per= .
- haps possessors of an undergraduate or graduate degrees. According to . ;7 /
maJorities among these popu]ations, local schools sti11 deserve an A o /
or B. Admitted]y, county opinion of national)schools is much 1ower :1 '
by comparison. But that difference~does not significantlyldiminish the ‘f.,//
fact that county residents are oeginning"to perceive a'decline'in the o
qua11ty of education 1oca11y. ,“ ' - R ':;v 4 ‘;;' 'jk
In fact 53% of those respondents to the Center! S survey who, acknowe
ledged awareness of the National Commission S report and recommendations -

A indicated that they believed these "results" are true of Macomb County ’
chools. But they appeared 0ptimist1c that the Commission S. entreaty
to the nation will produce results,.inasmuch as 51% affinned the1r

\

““belief that. itwiil cause changes “in education. (.

Table 15

Perceptions Among. Those Aware of Federal Report:

cQuest1on Do you th1nk the resu]ts of the report are true for Macomb
) County schools7

’

Question Do you th1nk the- report w111 cause changes in education?

A : ,*' f‘ ’ Resui*s "Trye . Report to Cause ‘
. Response', ! ‘of Macomb Schools y ‘Changes in Education?
Yes . 8% . - sl
N . 22 R
| Don't‘Know;‘ .. 19 .. - R .15,
| No‘Answer‘ s P R ’ 4
@se) o am” e e




Improvements in Education’

~

The National Comnission on Excellence in Education opened the
recommendations section of its report,."A Nation at Risk' The Imperative
'for Educational Refonn" by stating: : | E -

"In light of the urgent need for improvement, both immediate and

long- term, this commission has.agreed on a set of recommendations

to act on now, that can be implemented over the next several years,

and that promise lasting reform,"

In presenting an analysis ‘of county opinion about specific recommenda-
tions, it seems appropriate to consider first those survey results which
~ reyeal the priority rating that Macomb County citizens give to improve- :
ment in education. . o

Table 16 indicates a majority of county residents do not give top
priority to improvements in education. Of course, this is not to say
g that they would give only minimal support tofrefonning the schools.

In fact, as the ratings move from 1ow’to top, the proportions.of,responses

“increase. Only a very small proportion (3%)ﬁgive a low priority”to

27

“educational improvement, and the Targest proportion (41%) give 1t atop T

priority. Moreover, 71% would give eithér high or top'priority to ‘
- the issue. The strongest support for making educational improvements
a top priority is found among those residents ‘who send children to
private schools, and among those who view education as the county S
\number»one problem. _ ‘

Why is it that countv'residents believe that the need for educa-

| tional refonn rates high but not the highest priority? The answer

: seems to be that residents are sti]l satisfied though 1ess, with their .,;;:7“

-local schoo}'systems.




/

i
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Tab'le 16 j

Question: If it were p to you to give a priority rating to
. IMPROYEMENT in education would you make 1t a low.
medium, high, or ‘top priority?

5
I8

Response « Total Sample f
' . : it
Top . ' 41% ') |
L U 1%

High | 31

Medium 23 / |
. LW ‘ A 3 /’/""

Don't Know o 2 ! I

(BASE) (500)

g
.as wide a representation as possible of, county opinion about these re-

Improvements in Content

This survey included a number 04 the Commission S recommendations

in 1ts poll of Macomb County residents. However, in an effort to assess

128

[N

commendations, the Center did not 1imit its questions to respondents

‘who -had indicated awareness of the federgl report., ‘Nor did it reveal

that the proposed changes camezfrom that repbrt; Instead, the inter-

viewer told the respondent' f"I m 901ng to make some statements about-

- possible changes in education that school authorities could work toward

Please tell me..." The following are several specific improvements

which county residents would support, presumably for their 1oca1 schools._

Stricter High School Graduation Reguirements. The National Commiss- .

ion recommended the fbllowing W1th regard to content‘

— .

...that state and Tocal h]gh school requ1rements be strengthened
and that, ‘at a minimum, all students seeking a diploma be. required

7 -
1

wi | ? _ K ,_,J:_g;u L E}

ot
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to Tay the foundations in the Five New Basics by taking the follow-
ing curriculun during their four years of high school-

2a}_ Four years of English;

| b) Three years of mathematics;

ic} Three years of science;

/ d One-half year of computer science.

For the college-bound, two years of foreign language in high school

are strongly vecomended 1in addition to those taken earlier."

As it discussed imp]ementing these recommendations, the Cannission
also stated' v

“"The high school curriculum should also provide students with programs
requiring rigorous effort in subjects that advanced students' personai,
educational, and occupational goals, such as fine and performing
aY‘tS... ’ . ‘ ]

' . . o

- The Commission's recommendat1on that graduation requirements from/
, high school "be strengthened" does have support among county residents.

E1ghty-seven percent of those polled agreed to this proposition. However,

" only 32% strongly agreed while 55% simply agreed, - i

i
!

Tabie 17 - '3f"

Statement: High gchool qraduation requirements should be mone :
strict. v '

ﬁ Response S Total Sampie | :
Strongly agree : ‘ : 3 ?
Agree ¢ e 85 N

' Disagree ;fg_;aff;?hf . " 9
Strongly disagree . . | 1

.“Don't,know R L C 3

(BASE) o (s00)




’

Four Years of English and Math. A large proportion (72%) of the

 respondents favored requiring four years of English for high sch001
graduation., County residents would even require four years of math~~

one more year than the National Conmission recommended.

Tab]e 18

Question: How many years of study of the fo]]owing subjects wou]d

you require in high sch001 for. graduation? | - B

‘BEEBQEEQ . IE"9115h Math ”75659"08'7THiStohyka:CombUter.Science‘rﬂ.
1 year - | .‘l%. | iﬁf  !7}¢-; . i1% - 14
2 years . . § 1o 360 44 29
3 years o Lo 15 ‘, 1.“8 o ‘ : )

4 years

-mMean|number bi‘yaérs ‘

~'-}‘.~,. .

l] IJ

four years of English

L
_graduatioh

Q PR
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As for the preferred number of years for a history requirement,

about 44% of those polled by the Center for Community Studies said two
years. A fourth (25%) said four years. The average number of years
for those who,volunteered a definite nunber was 2.6 years. Again, this
average comes ciose‘to the three-year'social studies requirement recommended
in the federal report--an amcunt which 65% of the May 4th MISb respondentsj
favored. , v | .

~ Finally, 35% offered four years as the preferred requirement for
high school study of computers. About 30% said two years. However,
the average response among those who gave a preferred period of time
for the study of computers was 2.7 years. Thus, it seems apparent
that county residents think computer science is about as important as
the: study of history. And certainly, county opinion for the preferred
amount of high school “time to study computers far exceeds the half-.

year recomnended by the National Commission.

. High School Requirements for Foreign Language,JArt and Music, and

Physical Education. The National Commission'strongly reéommended‘“two,

'years.of foreign‘language in high school...in addition to those taken
earlier." This survey did not iimit its question to the preferred )
foreign language requirement for the'coilege-bound“on1y."Instead
the question asked, "How many years of study of the following subjects
.would you require in high school for graduation?“ (see Table 19). The:.
ﬂlargest proportion (41%) indicated two years of foreign language and ‘
;about a fourth (24%) said.one year. The average number- of. years among
respondents who provided a preferred number of years was 2.1 years.
4For the May 4th MISD survey,,65% agreed that.the foreign 1anguage require-w' :

1

wment for the co11ege-bound should be two years. . . ,' ' L,

2
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The Commission recommended but did not specify a one-year require-
ment for the study of fine arts. However, 33% of the survey respondents
offered two years and 30% offered one year as the preferrod amount of
‘ﬁjme which should be required for the study of art and music. The average
a&éng those providihg a specific number of years was 1.9 years. .

egarding the preferred high schopl graduation requirement for /
pﬁ&sigﬁj education, 28% said four years, 26% said two years, and 21%
sald qn;:yggrL The average among respondents who indicateda preferred
amount ofl;kﬁé ﬁas 2.5 years-~the same éé'the ayerage for the study of
history énd more than the average for the study of foreign (language

(2.1 years) or art and music (1.9 years)g' Apparently, physical fitness

)
seems to have a higher place in need among county residents than do

the fine arts.

\

Table 19

Question: How many years of study of the following s ‘fects would
. ... .. you require in high school for graduation?)) .. _ ... .

| Response Foreign Lanquage Art[é%éic ' Phys Ed *

~ None ‘ 1% , 1% 1%
1 24 . 30 2
2 | w33 26

3 9 4/// 7 1
4 i 13 9 28

Mean number of years 2.1 1.9 ‘ 2.5
: \\ \ ~



follow1ng genera1 recommendat1on-

- ...that schools, co]leges, and univers1t1es adopt ‘more. .g
~and measurabTe standards, and: higher expectat1ons,ffor academic
‘performance ‘and-student: conduct’, ‘and- that: four—yea COlleges and

-~

un1vers1t1es ra1se the1r requ1rements fo adm s1

" With, regard to ‘the 1mp1ementat1on of th1s recommendat1on,

Comm1ss1on made’ spec1f1c proposals about grades, standard1zed tests,;,

\college adm1ss1on spec1f1cat1ons, and textbook 1eve1s and Choices.;gw i
. N~ e
In order to determine county op1n1on on several spec1f1cs 1nc1uded

in this’ area of the federal report, the survey asked respondents to

‘agree or d1sagree to a number of proposed changes.

Standard1zed Tests._ As the Conm1ss1on put 1t the report stated S

that "Standard1zed tests of ach1evement (not...apt1tude) should be ad-

m1n1stered...part1cu1ar1y from h1gh school to col]ege or work ", The

suryvey asked about requ1r1ng such tests for h1gh school graduat1on.,‘, .
As Table 20 “eveals, GBA "agreed" while 16% "strongly agreed" that

"Standard1zed achievem nt/tests should be requ1red for h1gh schoo]:~~_ j,:“’:'

gradua ion, In other words 84A would endorse th1s pract1ce.‘

Tab‘]e‘ 20 .

.Statenent:' Standard1zed ach1evement tests should be requ1redj
C for h1gh school” graduat1on.,‘_,

e o

\ Response -+ R Total Sample
."Strongly agree SR o _ -V16% '_ A
| TR i ) e
Agree ‘ S 68 )
D1sagree T = T

Strongly d1sagreef'Qﬂ’f.1:h"; . j 1:,
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: Requ1red Courses in Colleg_,, The survey also attempted to d1scover

__,._,._.,,,_———

some 1nformat1on about college requ1remen although the federal report
did not make spec1f1c recommendat1ons 1n(ti:s regard other than to say

that colleges should ‘advise applicants as to what such requirements are.”::'7

"'ﬁ\”"

*Tablef21:'\ L

Response L TIst COursé‘Mentlonedf 2nd.édnse.Mentioned123rd Course Mentil

Mafh, o e ”‘36% {?ﬂr'*e“ifi,lf;3°,13%f7'
EngTish N o s I ;?th
Sciepce" 6 St . e
Social Studies 5 3 1.
Arts 1 U 2
Computers, 7 ' 3Zj ~9;f
'Vocat1onal;mwmv_ 3 .3 1 .
Other | N e e

BasE) - (39) o "'(3é9) .1‘°“f L (203)”

:AS. the table 1nd1cates, 389 respondents gave at least one cho1ce, ' : ,}'af

324 gave at least two, and 208 gave three cho1ces. Engllsh was mentioned
f1rst hy about 35% of those reSpond1ng to the question second by 16%, |
and th1rd by 8%. Math was ment1oned second by 23% f1rst by - 22% and

ﬁliﬁiby 5%.  And" scienice was mentigned” third by*12%~*second by 8% [
and- Fi rst by 4%. I \\ B A\ |




Admiss1ons Standards for Co]leges and Commun1ty Col]eges ‘ab1é-zz%

shows the react1on to statements regard1ng col]ege aom;ssions and gradua-
tion requ1rements. 7 o R

Clear1y, Macomb res1dents do not agree that:'°"eges‘shou1d ra1se'i

the1r adm1ss1ons standards._ F1fty-three percent opposedfthehldea, most

:(51%) with s1mp1e d1sagreement _ LA A

. Th1s op1n1on seems to be reflected 1n the,percentage who agreed
(70A) e1ther w1th s1mp1e (60%) or strong fee]1ng (10%) that adm1ss1ons ;iff
standards for commun1ty c911egesvshou1d be;easy, but graduat1on requ1re-“v

ments "toughér." AEET SRR x:_j:;

_Tab1e122 B “}d jf_ o

Prop051t1ons )

' ' Commun1ty co11eges should be::
Col1eges should be - easy .to‘get into," but: tougher

Resgonse_ . Lo harder/togget into 1in graduation requirements
Strongly agree . . - 8y ) o,,_” 1% )
e DN O S U2

Agree. . L '} ,

‘Disagree S 3 | )

Cm e 153%
Strongly disagree- . 2 ) E
f-Don‘t;know/No answer ... 6 e -8
o (BASE=S00) .




.,ImphoVements-in Time: Homework'and-Leﬁgtheof.Sehoof'ﬂgjfeﬁde ar

w1th regard to th

Comm1ss1on proposed a ong other th1ng=" S
“Students in high schools should be , signed”farfﬁore@ﬁi ework L
than is now the 7'se. S TR D T I

"'Schoo1 d1str1c%s and state 1eg1slatures should strongly’cons1der v

seven-hour séhool days, as umﬂl as a 200- to 220 day sc ool year.“wj?-

year. A magorj;y (67%),opposed this proposmtlpn.

/
)
/

' Table«23

 Children-- . Children =~ | . The '
,/ ' o *~ should be . should. attenq school - 'school” yeaﬁ»
“required to do = for.7 hours each - »shou1d be..

'}/;n; Response ;’~'" more homework day instead of 5 or 6" longer.. ‘
Strongly Agree 229 o L e
' ' i ,1§31%f7

% _ \63%

Disagree ' - 18 ¥
“MStrongly disagree \”'7wm'”7%mf‘j\< .2 '“\

Don't know/No.answerj';_ e 2

i S

Pt

(BASE = 500)
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TmerVements in_Teaching S

The federaT report 1nc1uded “seven parts“ to the Commission s

recommendation "to 1mprove the preparat1on of teachers of_to'make‘teaching

ra more reward1ng and reSpected profe551on The surveyiof_Mac

-residents 1nc1uded two of these seven oarts--one regard1ng thevTength

f the teacher contract and the second regard1ng teacher IS saTar1es._:{7?fﬁ:”7

Length of Teacher Contract The survey statement varied's11ght1y

from the Commission's recommendat1on that teachers be h1red for 11 months ihi%
~ (see Table 24). However,. as’ the tabTe reveals Macomb cit1zens seem to}v"°;””
'.support the 1dea of a year-Tong teacher work-load | Forty-n1ne Percent ,}_f-;T
"agreed" and 11% "strong]y agreed" for a total of 60% endorsement of |

“the prop051t1onI

\ ' ‘ Table 24 »
“Statement: - Teac e;s should be hired to work for the year 1nstead
T of§9 or.10. months. o R
o 2 ) \ ,‘ ; » v
"Response S '_T*-'/ o TotaT Sampie ]
Strongly agree e - “ii%{})f“
' s - o ‘g 60%
Agree L ; 49 )
D1sagree R 30
Strongly. disagrée o - _ 2 .
B Don!t knoW/No'answer" S 8_7
(BASE 500)
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Teacher Salaries.

Quoting the federal repo”t“verbat'“

Statements:” -~ - .- Salar _ ,
LT e l“;,;aprofessfo shouT
~-increased and sh

_ ~professional com
L P vgfmarket-sensitive' d
EIE i!&ﬁ ”{-7'f*}fperformance-base S

ﬂEEEEQEEE. R Lo e L
Strongly agree :'fv '_‘ -”‘f'*}h'lj%f {Eg‘ff*:~2fg
o , Aiggy.
'tAgree '
Disagree . o e 18
Strongly'disagree | ‘h 4

Don't know/No answer - . 4 R ;ff" S E

\ Aga1n a large. maJor1ty (73%) of reSpondents agreed (56%) or - strong]y .
agreed {17%) ‘to the statement regarding 1ncreases 1n teachers salaries.:._;ff”ftf
,However, gven a 1arger proport1on (84%) expressed agreement (62%) or strong j_gfff
agreement (224) that salar1es promot1on and retbnt1on of teachers shou1d

.\'-

be tied to "an effect1ve evaluat1onﬁsystem. _
Funding for Education

Quality pub11c educatlon_must be funded in some way by"ub11c dollars. z:dﬁ@l

Improvements 1n ‘the ex1st1ng educational system w111 necessari1y be pa1d

"~ for e1ther through sh1ft 1n financ1a1 resources or an 1ncrease in ava11-_'s

| ab]e funds. One method of 1ncreaS1ng ava11ab1e monTes would be a. tax

' "..




increase earmarked for education. However, under the existing cond1tions:i?ﬁ"

;W1th h19h taxes viewed as a. major concern, careful analysis suchpa fV"a"TI

g i

proposal is necessary.;,‘ | o ,
‘As Table 26 shows, a majority (54%) of thefﬁounty residents say

?they would support a tax increase to pay for 1mprovements'i_ education.

Contrary to what might be expected those 'ho view"igh'taxes é;tnéf
fnumber one county problem are not significant.y,different fr: ;the general

fpopulation in their support Tor such an 1ncrease../Furthermore, those ;,"f
jwho are concerned over unemployment are JUSt as supportive of tax"increases' s

for education (65%) as those who are most concerned over schools and

| education (66%) By responding to questions of monetary;support, residents l{

relate a genuine endorsement for 1mprovement in education.

Table 26 t'i'q' o R

QQuestjon' would you be w1111ng to support a tax 1ncrease to pay
- for 1mprovements in education7 : .

Perceived #1 County Problem

Total’ .

Response‘is o ..;-.Eﬁmgiﬂi : .»_Unemployment Taxes ' Schools
'.“ Yes o .54% o | 65%,” - 51% 664
No N S ‘;/Ao'_. AU 3o{g.;s"'_:47f p;’4f281
‘Don't Know/No Answer /6" s ;gif'ff 6
(BASE) v / -(500) B (142)”- : (157) _y‘,(29)vd;_t BeS

//A closer 1ook at/demographic 1nfonnation reveals a description of -

/
ose. residents who would support a tax 1ncrease for education and those *ﬂ

-vru>Wou1d not. Pab]e 27’displays a breakdown by age and 1eve1 of education.;




-

‘It is notr the retired c1tizen over 65 who is most against a‘tax 1ncrease, _““'N‘i,;

but.rather those between the ages of 45 and 64‘i {n addition///bere is. o

a d1rect correlat1on of the 1eve1 of support for education with the amount~:;f': M

of educat1on the respondent has atta1ned Those who d1d not complete h1ghfj

school appear to see less value in. putt1ng money into educat1ona1 1mprove-f~‘}.*f'.

'ments., Those w1th a college degree are most support1ve of such a tax |

[1ncrease. ~ o ,n~*“

Tahle£27
‘Question: would you be w1111ng to support a tax 1ncrease to pay
SR _for 1mprovements in educat1on? :

- Age of‘Respondent
o Total . . N
“Response - ‘ Sample 18-24 25-34 35-44 45-54 55-64 65 +
Yes o B e ey 5oy M des 5T
N s ;3 39 50 - 52 39

‘Don't know/No Answer 6 .8 - 7 5 6 2 S8

*»’%{3As$)g3-u L (500) '.(52)~,-1(124):f_(116) v (so),';(sgs @)

Level of Educat1on of Respondent

[

“:Less‘than 3*) ngh Schoo] Some 5 College Graduate

Response . ' High School ; Graduate College = 4 Years or'More

ves . 4% . s 5@ 634

e . : . . .. R ) 2

“NoP 7 83 44 36 sl e

o Ly _ B
. Don't Know/No Answer . . \6 5- 5 6 -

(BASEi Liiij, ;v;  ‘;i; (62j". ‘_(1?4) f' (184)‘«11 - (80)




N e e
i \\ " e . ‘:A

Another poss1b111ty for f1nanc1ng educat1ona1 enhancements 1s the

sh1ft1ng of ava11ab1e resources from ex1st1ng programs. Res1dents were )

quer1ed as to the1r w1111ngness to d1vert mon1es from ten ex1st1ng programs o iA
| (see Tab]e 28) They were most w1111ng (64%) to sacr1f1ce from ‘the space .;‘tiif
program. The reader should be aware that th1s op1n1on was man1fested ' |
“just prior to the successful Chal]enger shuttle m1sS1on and does not -j‘ {~'¢'??>
reflect the effect of that endeavorA A major1ty of’res1dents also favored § ;
_the sh1ft1ng of funds from we]fare (54%) and -from m111tary spend1ng (50%) »

These. were: success1ve1y followed by a1d to bus1nesses and econom1c develop-i
ment Less -than’ one-fourth of the res1dents were willing to reduce aid

to farmers and unemp]oyment benef1ts. Except for welfare, the staple human
benef1ts proqrams of Veteran 'S Ass1stance, ‘Medicare and Social Secur1ty re-

. ceived very little support for cuts (1ess than 10%).

Table 28

Question: Should money (to finance better educat1on) be sh1fted from.... o\

\,
A

‘\\ - B ‘f.;lee . No - Don't know/no answer
.Sp\ac\e program ' 64 3% ".‘ : 4% -
velfave - 54 .4 5
Military'spending  © - 50 47 ” 3 -
Aid to bus:nesses. : o | 49 | 45 | 6 B
Economic‘development : 36 55 gg
Mdto farmers . B T2 3
_ Unemployment beneffts | a0 T8 g 'f3f* 5
Veteran's benefits j'1o_ 'T 87 - 3 !
dMedfcare o N o 9 89 2
] | 1

Socia1‘SeCUrity. N 91




Ca

The process of funding i c1ose1y tied to control, authority,'and

po]1cy dec1s1ons. Res1dents werd, asked if dec1s1ons and f1nanc1ngqshou1d__ :: “;é

1oca1~commun1t1es. S1xty percent say no. Subgroup ana1y51s also\revea1s5t‘

severa] notab]e po1nts'

1. Those who have read or heard about

-

report on educat1on do not support local reSpon_1b111ty.

2. The support for 1oca1 decisions and f1nanc1ng decreases w1th the:*

educat1ona1 level of the respondent, from 45% among those who d1d not

graduate from high schoo1 down to 19% among those W1th col]ege degrees.
3. The advocacy for local decisions and f1nancing a1so decrease

with income. _Less-than one- fourth of those v4th/more than $40, 000 annual fxp

-
AN

14
~

income prefer the local 1nvo]vement
v4;“ Home ownership and 1ength of res1dency 1n the county are not D

s1gn1f1cant vari b1es in att1tude d1fferences on th1s 1ssue.

| ‘5. The tpcal decision mak1ng is endorsed\more by fam111es w1th |

preschoo] children than by -families w1th o1der schoo1 ch11dren° and 1east

./‘.‘

= of a]1.by families that send ch11dren to private schoo1s,




S W N

Quest1on' Do you ~“favor ending federal and state 1nvolve entp1n e
- American ‘education .and leaving.all: decis1ons and f1nanc-x“'
‘ti 1ng-up to Tocal: communities? ‘ i . :

- Educational Level
fﬁ of Respondent
. Total _

= ;;w_;;;=ksample & Reportf - HS R Grad
Yes - ,;'J"{ A‘34Zn:]'=~'26%ff a5y \1%h
~ Wi et ‘ ¢ o g -nE | . .

- - - 2

Don t know/No answer ﬂ#;aﬁf s 6‘ o 13 1 -

 (BASE) / © (s00) ase) (6 (80)

Households W1th:_,

' }sA\_‘ Preschool . Grade School .Chi]dren~in o Chilaien de o
% . " children Children - Jr, Hizer'HS. - ‘Private School

Yes I 274 . o84 19%
No . s e, 73 . T4
ey

DOn'f_know/No answer 4 "l 4 s

~

N TN T W ¢ DR cE VI




=", The funding of private schools is. an iss e of” concern to all tax-

L] 5

= p

. PR 4
~nlLe -

payers as well as those with children attending private schools.: gni”t T

Table 30,,a maaority (57%) of residents’ are shown to be against state "
- |

faid to private schools. The amount of support changes s1gnificant1y amongl =
those families uti1121ng private schools, but even among this group,

one- third do not favor the flnancing with state aid.

‘Table 30

.

“~.

- Question: Do you think private‘schoo]s‘should receive statedaid?

\

Households with

Resgonse,’ ~ . ¢ Total Sample (f. Chi]dren in’ Private Schools £

Yes - 40% P 6?’ ' _

No | I 57 I S

Don?t'know/No answer 3 | | h{ 4 '
‘BAsE) . . (s00) - - (27)

‘ Sources of funding were suggested to respondents to detennine
'perceptions of the best avenue of monies for education.. The categor1es
were’ not mutually exclusive, and multip]e answers..were coded. as 2 comb1na- L
tion of sources. State and federal governments are v1ewed as the most }'
appropriate funding sources w1th student ‘tuition ranking 1ow on. the '
list (see Table 31). | | | ,

wuhereasuthe»appropriatenessfofwtheAuseﬂof-stateLrevenueswis,fairly-_»
_consistent across income-levels, the role of the_fédera],government is

not. -As the‘total fami]y income increases, the probabiiity decreases

for viewing-the™ federal government as the pr1mary education funding source.

- - S Al




| Ta,bJ-_e"31M
e

'Question: In your opinion, should schools primarily be f1nanced
S from property taxes, state revenues, income taxes, .
tuition from students, the federal government or some .

~§0ther source?

Total Family IncOme o '\\*\.:’

Total Less than \\\\; ?Ri
' Samp]e " $10K $10-20K $20 30K $30-40K $40K \\‘;

State revenues ~ 23%  19% 264 . 25% 25y 23
Federal government 19 - 26 24 21 16 15
Property taxes = .- 15 12 18 -4 . 17 16
Other/Combination ~ 14 - 9 8 18 13 - 13
Income taxes - 12 - 10 10 9 17 19
Tuition '* 10 12 4 9 7 10
Don't know/No answer 7. 12 10 4 5 -4
C(BASE) o\ (500) (695) (93)  (125) - . (96)  (69)
\ ;
. /{ -
‘-. .
|
5 ! -
: N
’l'




Figurea :

' PREFERRED PRIMARY FUNDING SOURCES FOR EDUCATION

1

 State
Revenues

23%

Other Source.
or Combination

14%

Federal -
Government

- - 19%
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1.

released by the National Commission - Not sure . . . . . . -8
on Excellence in Education? N TS
3. (IF YES) What did you think of it? (OPEN END) N
4, Do you think the resu1ts of the report are true for i
. Macomb County schools? . :
\ Yes . .+ . . . .
| - NO . v v v v e v e e 2
) Don't know. . . . . . . 8
\ .
\\ NA oo e 9.
5. Do you th1nk the report w111 cause chanqes in educa— p
tion? _
\ SYes .o e e e e 1
NO~. o ¢ o o e v .2
- Don' t\know ..... . 8
g NA o e e e e .9
Students are g1ven grades A, B, C:\Q1 A .
and FAIL to show-how well they re doing B e e e e e
in school. Suppose your school d1str1@t C v v v e e e e e
were graded in the same way. A1l things )
considered, what grade would you give ' FAIL e e e e e e e
your local school d1str1ct . an A, B, - Dont. know e e e e s
C, Dor FAIL? = NA ' '
;.'If it were up to you to give a prior1ty - \\\\ LOW v v v e e e e e e
. rating to IMPROVEMENT in. education would Medium . ... ..l
High--. ¢« . « . « <. 73

Lounty?

g
‘What do you think is the number one problem
(OPEN END)

\\“ .
. )

Have you read or heard anyth1ng about
the Federal report on-education just

fac1nq the c1t1zens of Macomb

“No

‘you make it a 1ow, medium, h1gh or top
‘prior1ty° _ e

'Top




8. Do you think the nation is risking the | Yes . . .o oo o0 b

well being of its people because of No . v v v v v 2
educational shortcomings? Don't know . . .. . . 8

NA . . o e e 0 9

9. Do you think the educational system of the Better e e e e e 1
United States-is better, worse, or about the Same . . . . ... .2
same as other developed countries? ' Worse V. . . . .. .. 3

) _ ' .Don't know . . ... .8

NA . ..o e e i 9

I'm going to make some statements ‘about ﬁossib]e changes in education that school -
. authorities could work toward. Please tell me if you agree, disagree, strongly
-agree, or strongly disagree. ‘ o '

‘Strongly _ 4 Strongly -  Don't ,
Agree Agree Disagree Disagree Know ﬂA

attend school for . i - _ _ p
7 hours-each day ) . :-"/
[ . l . . . [] [ ] . . . .

(#3]
~N

instead of 50r 6 . . . 4. . ..

;yf? Thé/schoollyear _
- should be longer . crrl e 3es e 2 e Ve s o o 80 0L 9

127" Children should be
" required to do more
howewor

k>' 4 3 2 .0 .. 1 8 9
R T
13. Teathers’should be | ‘ o |
hired to work for 2 ' : , :
the year instead of’ o N - '
8 or 10 months . . . . 4. . . 3.2 . Co 1.....8.. .!9

14.. Salaries for the
teaching profession
.should be fincreased

- and should be pro- - p
fessionally competitive, ' - e
market-sensitive, and’ _
performance based. . . 4 ... .3. .. .2 . .« . 1.....

15. - Salary, promotion, tenure,
and retention decisions
. regarding teachers should
be tied to an effective .
evaluation.system that - ' S - S \
includes peer reviaw. .4 . . . .3 . . .. 2. oo 8. ..9
16. High School graduation : _ ,
requirepents should be _ : . ' .
. more-strict. .. 4_.- 3 2 etems s ) ST - NPT

17. Colleges should be . L - | . ] e . . _
harder to get into- . .. 4 . . v .3 .4 el e o o b oo 080 e
L e e --,'fﬂfffiei,'i e e e e

|
[ Lo




18.

19.

Strongly ’ ) Strongly Don't '
Agree Agree  Disagree  Disagree  Know . NA

!

, Cbmmﬁnity colleges

should beleasy to B

~get into, but tougher
“1in graduation require-

ments . . .. ... . . b3 2 1.....8..09

Standarized achfeve-
ment tests should be

"required for high ' ' o o
. school graduation . . . 4. .. .3....2..... T.....8..9

How many years of study of the following
subjects would you require in high school.
for graduation? ) ‘

28..,

29.

20. Ené]iSh T N SO0 . SO0 SOL S SO . SOUL. O SOOI N SR, S DU

21. Math . ; .............................. v
Y o 1~ {1 o

23. History . . ... N L L.

24, Computers . . . ... .. ; e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e e

25. Art and Music . ... .. L T I

26. Physical Edycation ....... e e ; e e e e e e e e e e e -

27. Foreign Language . . ... e e e e e e e e e e e Cee

What courses do.you think shou1d be required in college? (OPEN'END)\

‘Would you be willing to support a tax aE _\Yes e e e e e e e
increase to pay for improvements in - No oo
education? D Don't know . . .. ..

NA .. . .o oo v

: »
,




If educat1ona1 improvements were made without tax increases, monies would have .~
to be shifted from other government programs. I'm going to read a list of such
proarams and I'd 1ike for you to tell me which ones you.think money should be’
taken from to finance better education. - !

Should money be shifted from: , B . ‘ o
. ‘ : Don't "4 . P
| | Yes . . No  Know NA -
30. M111tary spend1ng s T . .80 .09 'é
31. Afd to businesses . . . .. . . . . - 1 L2 8 9 |
32. ,Unemployment ‘benefits . . A B ) 2. . :Q. .8.... 9
33. Economic development -. . ... . ... 1....2... ; 9,
34. Social Security . . . . . . .. . « . 1....2 9
3. Medicare . . .o. .o 1o 2.0... .8 9
3. Veteran's bemefits . . ... .... 1o 2008 9
37. Space program . . . . i « « o« 4 o 4 . S T - JE P g
38. Aid to farmers . . . . . . e 1o ..2.....8.....9. /
39 Welfare . .. v .. v e T 2 8.... 9
- 40. Do you favor ending Federal and State ' Yes . . . v v v w . u ]
.~ involvement in American education and. No . ...« i . 2
leaving a%l\gggls1ons and financing up _ Don't know . . . . .. 8
to local communities? . NA .00 . “ .. 9
41. Do you think private schoo]s should - YeS. . v v v e 0 v 0w b ]
receive state aid? : NO o oo v e e e . . 2
- Don't know W e e e L8
NA v vveeie o9
42. In your opinion, should. schools T " ~ property taxes e e e
~ primarily be financed from property N state revenues . . . . . .
taxes, state revenues, income taxes, _ _income taxes .. ... . ..
tuition from students, the Federal tuition . . . . ...
government, or some other source? ‘ 4,gigg:al government . . . .
' ' ~ (specify)
: "Don*t know . . o e . . .
' NA..'-..‘. « o o @ .'ﬁ:

WO OUIPRWN



-Now a few questions for statistical purposes.

1

‘D1. What is your age? & 18-24 . . . . ..

65 orover . .. . .
NA .o e e e

T S
".

D2. What is the h1ghest 1eve1 of educat1on ' Less thah_hﬁgh

you've completed? : o ) school . .. . ... '
: High school graduate

Some college . . . . . .

4-yr. college or
T . more . . . . . e e
L 7
D3. How long have you lived in Macomb County? 0-5 years . . . . . .. 1
' _ C 6-10 years . . . . . .
11-20 years . ... . . .
- : 21-30 years .:. . . . .
" ‘ «* Over 30 years4 .
' NA .. . F e .. ;

Rent/léaée. ......
Don't know . . . . ..
Refused/No Answer . . .

D4. Do you own your home or rent?

D5. Do you have PRESCHOOL children in your Yes v e e e
family living at this address? ' No .. .. .v ...

D6. Are there any children in GRADE school? ~‘w5«u~,-,::ye§;L_L_L~;_:;:~;/yf. .

v ¢

D7. Are there any in -JUNIOR HIGH or HIGH school e Yes . ... ...
. \\ c . NO e e ita 8 & - . s e s

ooooooooooooo

D8. (ASK ONLY . IF THERE ARE CHILDREN IN SCHOOL) Do any of
© . these ch11dren go to a pr1vate schoo1? . ‘

OB WN -



D9. Are you currently unemployed, laid off,

or on strike from your job?

What is your current (or usual)
occupation?

Professional/technical

Business Owner/Manager/
Supervisor/Public Official

Sales/Clerical/Service

. 2

3

61 .

P (write in) Worker . . . . . . . s .
\ Operative/Skilled Craftsman . 5
Disabled/Housewife . . . . . 6
Retired . . v « « + « + ¢ « & 7
Other . . + « « + « v & « & & 8
Refused/No Answer . . . . . . 9
D10. - Which of the following groups include $10,000 or 1ess « + &+ « « & 1
" your TOTAL FAMILY INCOME last year. $10,001-$20,000 . . . . . . . 2
before taxes? (READ GROUPS) o $20,001-$30,000 . . . . . . . 3
$30,001-$40,000 . . . . . . . 4
. Over $40, 000 . ... .. . 5
e e a8 81 N A o g g g e ,.."9“_

D11. Is this a household where’ both parents YeS « v v v v e e e e 1
work outside the home? . NO & v v v v v e e 2
NA . . e e e e e 9

7~ Thank you very much for your help on our survey.
'SEX OF RESPONDENT (BY OBSERVATION) Male 1
: . : ' Female . . . + + + « . 2



